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3058 Research Drive
Stats College, Pennsylvania 16801 USA
Telephone: §14.272.1039

RESEARCH  raxsis2r21019 An alytical Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: Sinking Creek Sample 1
Date Analyzed: 10/10/2009

Analyte Result (nglmL) LOQ (ng/mL) ‘
C8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid <0.025" 0.025
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate 0.0110° 0.010
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sulfonamide <0.010"° 0.010

' The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the acceptance criteria of 70-130%.

2 The lowest calibration standard (0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calculation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard's peak area,

resulting in an increased LOQ.

3 The High Field Matrix recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%. The Low Field Matrix

recovery was within the acceptance criteria of 50-150% and the spiking concentration is within the Exhibit C

criteria of 0.5 to 10 times endogenous sample levels, this data is considered reportable.

* The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportablé.

3 The high Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.
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3058 Research Drive
State College, Pennsyivania 16801 USA
Telephone: 814.272.1039

RESEARCH 2721010 Analytical Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: Sinking Creek Sample 1 Duplicate
Date Analyzed: 10/10/2009

Analytev Result (ng/mL) LOQ (ng/mL)
C8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid <0.025" 0.025
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate <0.010° 0.010
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sutfonamide <0.010"° 0.010

! The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the acceptance criteria of 70-130%.

! The lowest calibration standard {0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calculation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard's peak area,

resulting in an increased LOQ.

*The High Field Matrix recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%. The Low Field Matrix

recovery was within the acceptance criteria of 50-150% and the spiking concentration is within the Exhibit C

criteria of 0.5 to 10 times endogenous sample levels, this data is considered reportable.

* The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

3 The high Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.
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3058 Research Drive
State College, Pennsylvania 16801 USA
Telephone: 814.272.1039

RESEARCH  raxs1s2721019 Analytical Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: Turkey Creek Sample 2
Date Analyzed: 10/14/2009

Analyte Result (ng/mL.) LOQ (ng/mL)
C8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid < 0.010 0.010
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate <0.025"*? 0.025
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sulfonamide <0.010** 0.010

! The lowest calibration standard (0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calculation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard's peak area,

resulting in an increased LOQ.

? The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the acceptance criteria of 70-130%.

¥ The High Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the acceptance criteria of 70-130%.

* The high Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

* The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-1 50%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.
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3058 Research Drive
State College, Pennsylvania 16801 USA
Telephone: 814.272.1039

RESEARCH  ex 8142721019 An a'ytical Reporl'

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: Turkey Creek Sample 2 Duplicate
Date Analyzed: 10/14/2009

Analyte ) Result (nglmL) LOQ (ng/mL)
(8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid < 0.010 0.010
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate <0.025"*” 0.025
FOSA- Perfluorcoctane sulfonamide <0.010* 0.010

' The lowest calibration standard (0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calculation of the calibration curve

@ because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard's peak area,

resulting in an increased LOQ.

2 The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the acceptance criteria of 70-130%.
* The high Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the acceptance criteria of 70-130%.

* The high Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

® The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

; 0032



3058 Research Drive
% State College, Pennsylvania 16801 USA
o Telephone: 814.272.1039

RESEARCH  axs14272.1019 Analytical Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sampile ID: Trip Blank
Date Analyzed: 10/10/2009

Analyte Result (ng/mL.) LOQ (ng/mL)
C8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid <0.025' 0.025
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate < 0.010 0.010
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sutfonamide <0.010 0.010

| ! The lowest calibration standard (0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calcutation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard's peak area,

resulting in an increased LOQ.
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3058 Research Drive
State College, Pennsylvania 16801 USA
Telephone: 814.272.1039

RESEARCH  rfax 8142721019 Analytical Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: Sample #1 Horton Springs
Date Analyzed: 09/18/2009*

Analyte Resuit (ngImL) LOQ (ng/mL)
C8 Acid- Perfluoroactanoic Acid <0.025" 0.025
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate <0.010° 0.010
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sulfonamide <0.010%° 0.010

* Analyzed for PFOS on 10/09/2009

' The second and third injections of the LLOQ CCV standard (0.005 ng/mL) were outside the acceptance

criteria of 70-130%, but were disregarded because the LLOQ calibration standard was excluded from the
calibration curve {see Note 2).

* The lowest calibration standard (0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calculation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard's peak area,
resulting in an increased LOQ.

* The High Fietd Matrix recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%. The Low Field Matrix

recovery was within the acceptance criteria of 50-150% and the spiking concentration is within the Exhibit C
criteria of 0.5 to 10 times endogenous sample levels, this data is considered reportable.

* The high Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

> The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-1 50%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.
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" 3058 Research Drive
@ State College, Pennsylvania 16801 USA

Telephone: 814.272.1039

RESEARCH  raxst4272.1019 Analytical Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: Sample #1 Duplicate Horton Springs
Date Analyzed: 09/18/2009*

Analyte Result (ng/mL.) LOQ (ng/mL)
C8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid <0.025" 0.025
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate - <0.010° 0.010
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sulfonamide < 0.010*° 0.010

@ * Analyzed for PFOS on 10/09/2009

' The second and third injections of the LLOQ CCV standard (0.005 ng/mL) were outside the acceptance

criteria of 70-130%, but were disregarded because the LLOQ calibration standard was excluded from the
calibration curve (see Note 2).

L The lowest calibration standard (0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calculation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard’s peak area,
resulting in an increased LOQ.

‘ The High Field Matrix recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%. The Low Field Matrix

recovery was within the acceptance criteria of 50-150% and the spiking concentration is within the Exhibit C

criteria of 0.5 to 10 times endogenous sample levels, this data is considered reportable.

* The high Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

> The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.
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3058 Research Drive
@ State College, Pennsylvania 16801 USA
- Telephone: 814.272.1039

RESEARCH  raxst4272.1019 An alytical Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: Sample #2 Lawson & Newby Wells
Date Analyzed: 09/18/2009*

Analyte Result (ng/mL) LOQ (ng/ml)
(8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid <0.025" ' 0.025
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate <0.010° 0.010
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sutfonamide <0.010** 0.010

* Analyzed for PFOS on 10/09/2009

' The second and third injections of the LLOQ CCYV standard (0.005 ng/mL) were outside the acceptance

criteria of 70-130%, but were disregarded because the LLOQ calibration standard was excluded from the
calibration curve (see Note 2).

* The lowest calibration standard (0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calculation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard’s peak area,
resulting in an increased LOQ.

*The High Field Matrix recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%. The Low Field Matrix

recovery was within the acceptance criteria of 50-150% and the spiking concentration is within the Exhibit C

criteria of 0.5 to 10 times endogenous sample levels, this data is considered reportable.

* The high Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

* The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-1 50%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

0036



3058 Research Drive
State College, Pennsyivania 16801 USA
Telephone: 814.272.1038

RESEARCH  raxsi4272.1019 An alytical Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: Sample #2 L awson & Newby Wells Duplicate
Date Analyzed: 09/18/2009*

Analyte Result (nglmL) LOQ (ng/mL)
C8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid <0.025"* 0.025
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate <0.010° 0.010
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sﬁlfonamide <0.010%° 0.010

* Analyzed for PFOS on 10/09/2009

' The second and third injections of the LLOQ CCV standard (0.005 ng/mL) were outside the acceptance

criteria of 70-130%, but were disregarded because the LLOQ calibration standard was excluded from the
calibration curve (see Note 2).

* The lowest calibration standard (0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calculation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard's peak area,
resulting in an increased LOQ.

* The High Field Matrix recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%. The Low Field Matrix

recovery was within the acceptance criteria of 50-150% and the spiking concentration is within the Exhibit C
criteria of 0.5 to 10 times endogenous sample levels, this data is considered reportable.

* The high Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

> The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.
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3058 Research Drive
@ State College, Pennsylvania 16801 USA
g Teiephone: 814.272.1039

RESEARCH  raxst4272.1010 : Analytical Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: Sample #3 Swan Creek Community Well
Date Analyzed: 09/18/2009*

Analyte Resuit (nglm L) LOQ (ng/ml)
€8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid <0.025" 0.025
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate <0.010’ 0.010
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sulfonamide <0.010%° 0.010

* Analyzed for PFOS on 10/09/2009

' The second and third injections of the LLOQ CCV standard (0.005 ng/mL) were outside the acceptance

criteria of 70-130%, but were disregarded because the LLOQ calibration standard was excluded from the
calibration curve (see Note 2).

* The lowest calibration standard {0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calculation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard's peak area,
resulting in an increased LOQ.

? The High Field Matrix recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%. The Low Field Matrix

recovery was within the acceptance criteria of 50-150% and the spiking concentration is within the Exhibit C
criteria of 0.5 to 10 times endogenous sample levels, this data is considered reportable.

* The high Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

® The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-1 50%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.
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3058 Research Drive
@ State College, Pennsylvania 16801 USA
Telephone: 814.272.1039

RESEARCH  raxs14272.1019 Analytical Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: Sample #3 Swan Creek Community Well Duplicate
Date Analyzed: 09/18/2009*

Analyte Result (ng/mL) LOQ (ng/mL)
C8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid <0.025" 0.025
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate <0.010° 0.010
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sulfonamide <0.010%° 0.010

* Analyzed for PFOS on 10/09/2009

' The second and third injections of the LLOQ CCV standard {0.005 ng/mL) were outside the acceptance
criteria of 70-130%, but were disregarded because the LLOQ calibration standard was excluded from the

calibration curve (see Note 2).

* The lowest calibration standard (0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calculation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the méthod blanks was greater than 50% of the standard's peak area,
resulting in an increased LOQ.

? The High Field Matrix recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%. The Low Field Matrix

recovery was within the acceptance criteria of 50-150% and the spiking concentration is within the Exhibit C

criteria of 0.5 to 10 times endogenous sample levels, this data is considered reportable.

* The high Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

* The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.
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3058 Research Drive
State College, Pennsylvania 16801 USA
Telephone: 814.272.1039

Fax: 814.272.1019 Analytical Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: Trip Blank
Date Analyzed: 09/19/2009*

Analyte Result (ng/mL) LOQ (ng/mL)
C8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid <0.025" 0.025
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate <0.010 | 0.010
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sulfonamide < 0.010 0.010

* Analyzed for PFOS on 10/09/2009

®

' The second and third injections of the LLOQ CCV standard (0.005 ng/mL) were outside the acceptance

criteria of 70-130%, but were disregarded because the LLOQ calibration standard was excluded from the
calibration curve (see Note 2).

* The lowest calibration standard {0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calculation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard's peak area,
resulting in an increased LOQ.
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3058 Research Drive
State College, Pennsylvania 16801 USA
Telephone: 814.272.1039

RESEARCH  fasta272:1019 Analytical Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: Finished Water Sample 1
Date Analyzed: 09/19/2009*

Analyte Resuit (ng/ml) LOQ (ng/mL)
C8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid <0.025" 0.025
3
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate 0.0102 0.010
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sutfonamide <0.010%° 0.010

* Analyzed for PFOS on 10/09-10/2009

' The second and third injections of the LLOQ CCV standard (0.005 ng/mL) were outside the acceptance

criteria of 70-130%, but were disregarded because the LLOQ calibration standard was excluded from the

calibration curve (see Note 2).

* The lowest calibration standard (0.005 ng/mlL) was excluded from the calculation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard's peak area,

resulting in an increased LOQ.

* The High Field Matrix recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%. The Low Field Matrix

recovery was within the acceptance criteria of 50-150% and the spiking concentration is within the Exhibit C

criteria of 0.5 to 10 times endogenous sample levels, this data is considered reportable.

* The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

* The high Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.
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3058 Research Drive
State College, Pennsytvania 16801 USA
Telephone: 814.272.1039

RESEARCH  rax 8142721019 Analytical Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: Finished Water Sample 1 Duplicate
Date Analyzed: 09/19/2009*

Analyte Result (ng/mL) LOQ (ng/mL)
1,2
C8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid <0.025 0.025
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate <0.010° 0.010
.5
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sulfonamide <0.010° 0.010

* Anatyzed for PFOS on 10/10/2009

' The second and third injections of the LLOQ CCV standard (0.005 ng/mL) were outside the acceptance

criteria of 70-130%, but were disregarded because the LLOQ calibration standard was excluded from the
calibration curve (see Note 2).

 The lowest calibration standard (0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calculation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard's peak area,
resulting in an increased LOQ.

3 The High Field Matrix recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%. The Low Field Matrix

recovery was within the acceptance criteria of 50-150% and the spiking concentration is within the Exhibit C
criteria of 0.5 to 10 times endogenous sample levels, this data is considered reportable.

4 The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

® The high Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.
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3058 Research Drive
State College, Pennsylvania 16801 USA
Telephone: 814.272.1039

RESEARCH  raxs14.272.1019

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: Trip Blank
Date Analyzed: 09/19/2009*

Analyte Resuilt (ngimL) LOQ (ng/mL)
C8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid <0.025" 0.025
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate <0.010 0.010
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sulfonamide - < 0.010 0.010

* Analyzed for PFOS on 10/10/2009

" The second and third injections of the LLOQ CCV standard (0.005 ng/mL) were outside the acceptance

criteria of 70-130%, but were disregarded because the LLOQ calibration standard was excluded from the
calibration curve (see Note 2).

* The lowest calibration standard (0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calculation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard's peak area,
resulting in an increased LOQ.
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3058 Research Drive
State College, Pennsyivania 16801 USA
Telephone: 814.272,1039

RESEARCH  racsia2721019 Analytical RGpOrt

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: WTP. Sample 1
Date Analyzed: 09/19/2009*

Analyte Resﬁlt (ng/mL) LOQ (ng/mL)
C8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid 0.0317"2 0.025
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate 0.0208%*7 0.010
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sulfonamide <0.010%° 0.010

* Analyzed for PFOS on 10/12/2009

' The second and third injections of the LLOQ CCV standard (0.005 ng/mL) were outside the acceptance

criteria of 70-130%, but were disregarded because the LLOQ calibration standard was excluded from the
calibration curve (see Note 2).

* The lowest calibration standard {0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calculation of the catibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard’s peak area,
resulting in an increased LOQ.

* The High Field Matrix recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%. The Low Field Matrix

recovery was within the acceptance criteria of 50-150% and the spiking concentration is within the Exhibit C
criteria of 0.5 to 10 times endogenous sample levels, this data is considered reportable.

* The high Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

® The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

® This individual sample was prepared and run again on 10/12/2009 after being reanalyzed for PFOS on
10/09/2009 because it was inadvertently skipped during the addition of internal standard to the samples.

’ Outside the QC acceptance criteria of <20% relative percent difference (RPD) of duplicate samples
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3058 Research Drive
Stata College, Pennsyivania 16801 USA
Telephone: 814.272.1039

RESEARCH  raxs1a272.1019 ‘ Analytl cal Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples

Sample ID: WTP Sample 1 Duplicate
Date Analyzed: 09/19/2009*

Analyte Result (ngImL) LOQ (ng/ml.)
C8 Acid- Perfluorooctanoic Acid 0.0262"* 0.025
PFOS- Perfluorooctanesulfonate 0.0155™ 0.010
FOSA- Perfluorooctane sulfonamide <0.010%° 0.010

* Analyzed for PFOS on 10/10/2009

' The second and third injections of the LLOQ CCV standard (0.005 ng/mL) were outside the acceptance

criteria of 70-130%, but were disregarded because the LLOQ calibration standard was excluded from the
calibration curve (see Note 2).

‘ The lowest calibration standard (0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the calculation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard's peak area,
resulting in an increased LOQ.

‘The High Field Matrix recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%. The Low Field Matrix

recovery was within the acceptance criteria of 50-150% and the spiking concentration is within the Exhibit C
criteria of 0.5 to 10 times endogenous sample levels, this data is considered reportable.

* The high Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

> The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the

data is considered not reportable.

® Qutside the QC acceptance criteria of <20% relative percent difference (RPD) of duplicate samples
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3058 Research Drive
@ State College, Pennsylvania 16801 USA
‘ Telephone: 814.272.1039

RESEARCH  raxs112721019

Analytical Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residues in Water Samples by LC/MS/MS

PFOA PFOS FOSA
Perfluorooctanoic Acid Perfluorcoctanesulfonate Perfluor iph

Analyte Analyte Analyte

Found Found Found

Sample ID (ng/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL.)
Sample #1 Horton Springs < 0.025"2 <0.01¢° < 0.010*
Sample #1 Duplicate Horton Springs <0.025"* <0.010° <0.010*
Sample #2 Lawson & Newby Wells < 0.025'? <0.01¢° <0.010*
Sample #2 Lawson & Newby Wells Duplicate <0.025™ <0.010° <0.010°
Sample #3 Swan Creek Community Well <0.025™ <0.010° <0.010
Sample #3 Swan Creek Community Well Duplicate <0.025" <0.010° < 0.010*
Trip Blank <0.025'* <0.010 <0.010
Finished Water Sample 1 < 0.025" 0.0102° < 0.010*
Finished Water Sample 1 Duplicate <0.025' < 0.010° <0.010*
Trip Blank <0.025" <0.010 <0.010
WTP Sample 1 0.0317'2 0.0208%7 < 0.010°
WTP Sample 1 Duplicate 0.0262'* 0.6155" <0.010*
Sinking Creek Sample 1 < 0.025** 0.0110° < 0.010*
Sinking Creek Sample 1 Duplicate < 0.025*° < 0.010° < 0.010*
Turkey Creek Sample 2 <0.010 < 0.025%%% < 0.010*
Turkey Creek Sample 2 Duplicate <0.010 <0.025%%* <0.010*
Trip Blank <0.025 <0.010 <0.010

! The second and third injections of the LLOQ CCV standard (0.005 ng/ mL) were outside the acceptance

criteria of 70-130%, but were disregarded because the LLOQ calibration standard was excluded from the
calibration curve (see Note 2).

1 The lowest calibration standard (0.005 ng/mL) was excluded from the caiculation of the calibration curve

because the average peak area of the method blanks was greater than 50% of the standard's peak area,
resulting in an increased LOQ,

¥ The High Field Matrix recovery was outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%. The Low Field Matrix recovery was within

the acceptance criteria of 50-150% and the spiking concentration is within the Exhibit C criteria of 0.5 to 10 times
endogenous sample levels, this data is considered reportable.

* The High and Low Field Matrix Spike recovery were outside the QC acceptance criteria of 50-150%, therefore the
data is considered not reportable.

% The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the acceptance criteria of 70-130%.

¢ This individual sample was prepared and run again on 10/12/2009 after being reanalyzed for PFOS on
10/09/2009 because it was inadvertently skipped during the addition of internal standard to the samples.

7 Qutside the QC acceptance criteria of <20% relative percent difference (RPD) of duplicate samples

® The High Field Matrix Spike recovery was outside the acceptance criteria of 70-130%.
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A_.'.'COM AECOM 404-965-9600 el

1380 Peechtree Street NE, Suite 500 404-9685-9605 fax
Atlanta, Georgia 30306

Facsimile

To W EPA Reaion 4 Page -1
Fax -

Subject Summary of Municipal Sample Results

From Tracey Hall

Date November 24, 2009

With everyone unavailable because of the holidays, | will have to wait until Monday to deliver the
full MP1 {ab report. | have attached the summary page of the municipal sample results. None of
the resuits for PFOA and PFOS were above the PHA. Below is the comelation beiween samples
and utility company. ' '

Decatur Utilities (Finished Water Sample 1);

Limestone County Water and Sewer Authority (Sample #1 Horton Springs and Sample #2
Lawson & Newby Wells);

Swan Creek Community (Sample #3 Swan Creek Community);

City of Moutiton (Sinking Creek Sampie 1 and Turkey Creek Sample 2); and

West Morgan - East Lawrence Water Authority (WTP Samplet).

Please let me know if you need anything before Monday, feel free to give me a call (404-965-9695).

Tracey Hair
tracey.hali@aecom.com

To anhance and sustain the world’s buslt, nakural and social environments

munmmmumw«mmm. ¥ the reader of this message is not

hmt—ﬂodv recipient, picase Gelole and now hat disserminaiion, diskribuion, or copying of this communicaion is prohibited.
oL

Cocusnent?
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3058 Resaarch Drive

Sizle College, Powmsylvena 16807 USA
Taephone: 614.272.1039

Fax 814.272.1619

Analytical Report

Summary of Fluorochemical Residuas in Water Samples by LC/MS/MS

Wate PFOA PFOS FOSA
v Porfiuarsoctansic Acid Perfiveresstanemsifanate " henamtde

\ Anslyve Analyte Anslyte

&P‘) o Found Found Found

SemS _
Sarngphe 10 (wimk) (o) frotely ,ﬁaé

. Sumple ri Horton Sorings «Q.028" <0.010° < 0.010"

~\mestore Sample #1 Dupticate Horton Springs <o.0es™ <0.010° <0010’

: Sample 12 Lawson & Newby Welts « 805" «0.0w' < 0.010

Sample #2 Lawion & Newby Wells Duplicate «Q.025™ «<0.000 <0.010°

Sample I3 Swan Creek Commumity Wel «g.079™ «0.010° < 0,010

SNOJ\n ~4 Sample #3 Swan Cresk Community Well Duplicats «0.025"* <60’ Y

(J(tx. \. Trip Blank « 0,075 <00% < 0.010

Deeauv Firished Water Sample 1 <o.m: o0.0102' <0.010'

thirhes Flaished Waker Saple 1 Duplicate <0025 <0.010* <010

Trip Bank < 0.025 «<0.0% « 0.010

west ny : WP Sampie | aon7 0.0008" <000

qu&", WTP Sample 1 Duplicate 0.2 0.01557 <a.0t0'

East Lawvencr Sinking Crewk Sample 1 < p.07%% 0.0110° <000

I Sinking Creek Sampile 1 Duplicate < g, a8 «0.010° <000

] Turhey Croek Sampie 2 <0.010 « 05" <omma

MouHon Twiey Croek Sampie 2 Dupticate <0.010 <amst <0.0%0"

: Trip Blank « 0.025* <0.010 <0.010

“ The High and Low Pleld Matrix Spike recovery were sutside the QC acoaprance critetia of 50-150%, therefore the

! The second and third injections of the LLOQ COV standard (0.005 ng/rel.) were outside the acceplance
critena of 7D-130%, but wers disregarded because the LLOQ catibeation standard wes exrided from the

calibration asve {see Note 2).

! The lowest calibiation standard (0.005 ag/mL) wes sxchried from the caiculation of the catibration curve

because the aversge peak avea of the method bianks was graster than 50X of the standendy paak ares,

reciting i an increased LOG,

3The High Field Matrix recovery was outside the OC acceptance criteria of S0-130K. The Low Fleid Matri racovery was within

the acceptance critetis of 50-150% and the spiking concentration i within the Exhibit € criterie of 0.5 to 10 tinses

endogencs ssmpie levels, this data is considerad reportable.

dats i considered not reportable.

¥ The low Field Matrix Spike recovery was oulside the acceptance criteris of 70-130%.

* This iIndvidunl sample-was prepared and ron again on 16/ 1272009 aftar being reanstyzed tor MFOS on
10/09/2009 becmise R wos inadvertendy sidpped during the addition of intemal standard to the samples.

? Outside the QC acceptance criteria of <Z0% retative parcamt diffsrence RPD) of dupiicate samples

* The High Flaid Makrix Spikte recovery was cutside the scosptance criteris of 70-1305,
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